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Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1)S Responsive to communication(s) filed on 30 April 2007 . 
2a)Q This action is FINAL. 2b)M This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is eligible 
for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has 
been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 04/30/2007 has been entered. Therefore claims 1, 
5-12, 1 5 - 1 7, 20 - 21 , 24 - 29 are pending and have been examined. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1 , 5 - 12, 15 - 17, 20 - 21 and 26 - 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Rouke et al. in US Patent No. 5077795 (hereinafter US 795) further in 
view of Docter et al. in US Patent No. 6330610 (hereinafter US '610). 

As it relates to claim 1, and similar claims 1 1 and 20, US 795 teaches: 
A printing system, comprising: (see Figure 1) 
a printer including: 
a processor;* and 

a printing component in communication with said processor (see column 3, lines 33 - 
38); and 

but does not expressly disclose: 
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a filtering program stored in a memory device or firmware of said printer and associated 
with said processor so as to control printing of a file by said printing component based on at 
least one prespecified characteristic from a packet including said file, 

wherein if said at least one prespecified characteristics is an undesirable characteristic 
processing of said file is terminated, and 

wherein if said at a least one prespecified characteristic is a desirable characteristic 
processing of said file proceeds. 

Docter et al. however in US '610 does disclose a filtering program stored in a memory 
device or firmware of said printer and associated with said processor (see Figure 10 and 
column 9, lines 51 - 65) so as to control printing of a file by said printing component based on at 
least one prespecified characteristic from a packet including said file, (see Figure 11; column 1, 
line 66: a system for filtering data; column 1 0, line 1 0 - column 1 1 , lines 1 - 7) 

wherein if said at least one prespecified characteristics is an undesirable characteristic 
processing of said file is terminated, (see column 2, line 2: first filter criteria) and 

wherein if said at a least one prespecified characteristic is a desirable characteristic 
processing of said file proceeds, (see column 2, line 5: second filter criteria). 

At the time of the invention, it would have obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
modify the printing system of Rourke et al. such that it would incorporated a filtering program as 
in Docter et al. The motivation for doing so would have been to provide security to printing 
devices. 

For claim 5, and similar claims 12 and 26, US 795 teaches the printing system of claim 
1 but does not expressly disclose, wherein said at least one prespecified characteristic 
comprises at least one of a file type, a source computer identifier, a user identifier, a file size, a 
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password, time of transmission, cumulative number of files sent by a user, cumulative number 
of files sent by a user over a given time, file string, and time-consuming print commands. 

Docter et al. however in US '610 does disclose wherein said at least one prespecified 
characteristic comprises at least one of a file type, a source computer identifier, a user identifier, 
a file size, a password, time of transmission, cumulative number of files sent by a user, 
cumulative number of files sent by a user over a given time, file string, and time-consuming print 
commands, (see column 3, lines 30 - 40: any number of filtering parameters or attributes may 
be used to filter data). 

At the time of the invention, it would have obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
modify the printing system of Rourke et al. such that it would incorporated a filtering program 
with filtering guidelines as in Docter et al. The motivation for doing so would have been to 
provide security to printing devices by identifying characteristics that are undesirable for printing. 

For claim 6, US 795 teaches the printing system of claim 1 , but does not expressly 
disclose wherein said filtering program causes said processor to prevent said printing 
component from printing a file of a packet having at least one said undesirable characteristic. 

Docter et al. however does disclose wherein said filtering program causes said 
processor to prevent said printing component from printing a file of a packet having at least one 
said undesirable characteristic (see column 10, lines 32 - 33: where filtering is based on data 
received; and column 2, lines 14 - 15: where the profile data set contains elements associated 
with particular class of recipients). 

At the time of the invention, it would have obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
modify the printing system of Rourke et al. such that it would incorporated a filtering program 
with filtering guidelines as in Docter et al. The motivation for doing so would have been to 
provide security to printing devices by identifying characteristics that are undesirable for printing. 
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For claim 7, US 795 teaches the printing system of claim 1 , but does not expressly 
disclose wherein said filtering program instructs said processor to cause said printing 
component to print a file of a packet having said desirable characteristic. 

Docter however does disclose wherein said filtering program instructs said processor to 
cause said printing component to print a file of a packet having said desirable characteristic (see 
column 10, line 62: where filter data processing code determines the destination of packet). 

At the time of the invention, it would have obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
modify the printing system of Rourke et al. such that it would incorporated a filtering program 
with filtering guidelines as in Docter et al. The motivation for doing so would have been to 
provide security to printing devices by identifying characteristics that are undesirable for printing. 

For claim 8, and similar claims 15 and 28, US 795 teaches the printing system of claim 
1 , but does not expressly disclose wherein said filtering program instructs said processor to 
cause said printing component to print said file only if said packet lacks said undesirable 
characteristic and has said desirable characteristic. 

Docter however does disclose wherein said filtering program instructs said processor to 
cause said printing component to print said file only if said packet lacks said undesirable 
characteristic and has said desirable characteristic (column 3, line 17: where unwanted data is 
eliminated). 

At the time of the invention, it would have obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
modify the printing system of Rourke et al. such that it would incorporated a filtering program 
with filtering guidelines as in Docter et al. The motivation for doing so would have been to 
provide security to printing devices by identifying characteristics that are undesirable for printing. 

For claim 9, and similar claim 16, US 795 teaches the printing system of claim 1, but 
does not expressly disclose wherein said undesirable characteristic comprises one of a file type, 
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a file string, a source computer identifier, a user identifier, a file size, and at least one 
prespecified command. 

Docter however does disclose wherein said undesirable characteristic comprises one of 
a file type, a file string, a source computer identifier, a user identifier, a file size, and at least one 
prespecified command (column 2, line 2; and column 3, lines 34 - 40: criteria designated within 
specified criteria). 

At the time of the invention, it would have obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
modify the printing system of Rourke et al. such that it would incorporated a filtering program 
with filtering guidelines as in Docter et al. The motivation for doing so would have been to 
provide security to printing devices by identifying characteristics that are undesirable for printing. 

For claim 10, and similar claim 17, US 795 teaches the printing system of claim 1 , but 
does not expressly disclose wherein said desirable characteristic comprises one of a source 
computer identifier, a user identifier, a file type, and a password. 

Docter however does disclose wherein said desirable characteristic comprises one of a 
source computer identifier, a user identifier, a file type, and a password (column 2, line 5; and 
column 3, lines 34 - 40). 

At the time of the invention, it would have obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
modify the printing system of Rourke et al. such that it would incorporated a filtering program 
with filtering guidelines as in Docter et al. The motivation for doing so would have been to 
provide security to printing devices by identifying characteristics that are suitable for printing. 

For claim 21, US 795 teaches the system of claim 20, and a memory device and 
firmware (see Figure 1) but does not expressly disclose wherein said filtering program is stored 
by at least one of a memory device and firmware. 
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Docter however does disclose wherein said filtering program is stored by at least one of 
a memory device and firmware (see column 3, lines 20 - 22). 

At the time of the invention, it would have obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
modify the printing system of Rourke et al. such that it would incorporated a filtering program 
with filtering guidelines as in Docter et al. The motivation for doing so would have been to 
provide security to printing devices. 

For claim 27, US 795 discloses the system of claim 20, includes instructions for said 
printer, the instructions comprising information about a source of media onto which printing of 
said at least one file is to be effected, information about orientation in which said at least one file 
is to be printed on a media, information about whether printing is to be effected on one or two 
sides of a media, information about a number of copies to be printed, or information about 
whether multiple copies should be collated (see Figure 1 and associated text: where these 
instructions are inherent features of a printing system). 

3. Claims 24 - 25 and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Rouke et al. in US Patent No. 5077795 (hereinafter US 795) and Docter et al. in US Patent No. 
6330610 (hereinafter US '610) further in view of Kawamura in US Patent No. 5731882 
(hereinafter US '882). 

For claim 24 and similar claims 25 and 29, US 795 teaches the printing system of claim 
1 , but does not expressly disclose wherein a message is generated if processing of said file is 
terminated. 

Kawamura however in US '882 does disclose wherein a message is generated if 
processing of said file is terminated, (see column 9, lines 45 - 58: message "printer error"...) 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
to modify the printing system of Rourke et al. such that it would incorporate a filtering program 
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as in Docter et al. such that if printing of a file was prevented, a message would be generated to 
inform the user as in Kawamura. The motivation for doing so would have been to alert the user 
of a printing error. 



4. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Laurel Lashley whose telephone number is 571-272-0693. The examiner 
can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday, alt Fridays btw 7:30 am & 5 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Gilberto Barron, Jr. can be reached on 571-272-3799. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you 
would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the 
automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Laurel Lashley 

Examiner v_ j 
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